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□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Examiner 
contacted Mr Fessak to verify which claims read upon the elected group and species as applicant did not specifically 
recite which claims do so in the response filed 21 December 2006. Examiner and Mr. Fessak came to an agreement 
that claims 25-30, 32-43, and 50-60 read on the elected invention/species. Claims 31 , 44-49, 61 , and 62 will be 
withdrawn from further consideration as being drawn to the non-elected invention/species.. 



